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The uprisings in Britains cities in the summer 
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introducing a whole new series of measures to 
control the unemployed, e.g, youth "training" 
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Ss are carrying on @ magn- 
cent fight against the war. The 
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sentences - far more than in martial law 
Poland! The government report cited in the 
Guardian also exposed many of the media lies 
‘about the riots. ‘True the vast majority (7a€) 
of those jailed were over 21, but less than 508 
were black, and about half were actualy 

jobs. Far from being simply black jobless, 
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2 BRIXTON: The Struggle Goes On 


those involved in the riots came from a much 
wider stratum of the young proletariat, 
Shortly after the publication of these figures, 
the ghettoes were again in the news. 

Although police repression has managed to 
Prevent riots this year reaching the levels of 
last year, the violent struggles of the 
unemployed and underemployed have continued. 
There is no doubt that the media have been 
covering up these struggles. There was a 
serious disturbance in Tottenham at the same 
time as the Brixton riot on the first of 
November - the police station was attacked by 
unemployed youth. This riot was given one 
mention by LBC radio news, then suppressed. 
Another example is Liverpool, where there have 
been many riots since last year. 

Riots in Brixton (which is only two anda 
half miles from Whitehall) have only been 
contained by the development of a massive 
special police force armed with CS gas, water 
cannon and lethal plastic bullets which have 
killed dozens in Northern Ireland. In fact the 
Special Patrol Group has been strengthen: 
since last year by the new Metropolitan Police 
Chief Newman who was brought in specially from 
Tunning the Royal Ulster Constabulary for the 
task. 

Nevertheless, the pressure of the decay of 
London caused the long-awaited and inevitable 
riot on November 1st. The Front Line area of 
Brixton 1s a typical inner-city slum of old 
terraces surrounded by newer housing estates. 
The worst of these terraces are inhabited by 
squatters, both black and 

‘The solution of the local establishment, 
Labour, Tory and SDP, is to send in the 
bulldozers. ‘The demolition of the Front Line 
area is part of the council's futile plan to 
turn Brixton into 8 more commersially-viable 
area, by building supermarkets and wider roads, 
Teducing the already inadequate housing supply. 

The inhabitants organise spon 
and learn political lessons, albeit negative 
ones, about the Labour Party and their other 
enemies. 

The Financial Times (10th Nov) commented 
that the first response of the Front Line 
squatters to the threat of demolition was to 
march on the Town Hall and present their 
demands peacefully. 

"Only after these actions had produced no 
softening of the authorities position - the 
squatters maintain that they had been promised 
there would be no demolition before alternative 
premises were found - did the first petrol bomb 

Unemployed youth are learning, Those who 
believed that Labour was somehow 'not as bad 
as! the Tories have been rapidly disillusioned, 
Lest year, the rioters were prepared to talk to 
fed Knight and not the police. Now, they're 
beginning to realise he's one of them. As he 
oponty admitted in the News Line which su: 
him (2nd Nov), he cooperated tully wi 
Tories and the police to attack the unen: 
squatters. 

"We had agreed with the police that 
would be a token presence while the evictions 
took place". (News Line 2nd Nov). 

The Workers Revolutionary Party, who 
produce News Line, support Ted Knight, and thus 
clearly show that they are enemies of the 
working class. Similarly, the rest of the 
labour Left who call for more police 
‘accountability’ are simply preparing for m 
cooperation with the police slong the lines of 
Lambeth's police-community liason commitee, 
which the police have simply used to find out 
the information they need, snd to put out 
propaganda with the blessing of leftist 
councillors. All of this is part of the 
softening-up process which a sophisticated 
police force needs as an essential part of its 
preparations for more repression. 
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The Revolutionary Communist Party and its 
front group Workers Against Racism rigorously 
oppose this, but instead fall into the trap of 
reinforcing the Tory media's attempt to divide 
unemployed workers by portraying their 
struggles es racial struggles. Just as the 
& press always try to portray riots as 
being caused by blacks, WAR and the RCP talk 
about the riots es 'black people’ and 'the 
black community’ defending themselves against 
police repression, which according to the RCP's 
emphasis, is only aimed at them. But the 
mythical ‘black community’ is simply an 
ideology which unites black workers and 
unemployed with black members of the exploiting 
classes. A press release by WAR 3rd November 
typically fails to mention workers or the 
unemployed at all, but instead states 
"wwe wholeheartedly support the right of 
black people people to fight back against the 
police’ 

Against this polpulist rubbish, we say 
that black workers need to unite with white 
workers, and that trying to organise struggles 
on the basis of racial oppression DIVIDES the 
working class and UNITES black workers with 
black shopkeepers, capitalists, etc. There 
are black bourgeois in Brixton just as there 
are white bourgeois, and the role of communists 
is to divide society along CLASS not race 
lines. In a recent mesting organised by black 
dourgeois ‘community leaders', WAR's leaders 
were subjected to racist abuse by these people, 
but have failed to denounce this, and this is 
the inevitable result of the populist, frontist 
politics which WAR and the RCP supror: 

In spite of all the bourgeois and populist 
propaganda to which the proletariat of this 
area is subjected, there 1s an opportunity fot 
communists to take advantage of the total 
disillusionment with the attempts of the major 


Dourgeois parties to run Lamteth. We say 
Brixton needs political groups, not front 


groupes based on anti-raciem or similar 
reformist ideologies. There is an opportunit; 
for communists to organise and propegandise in 
the inner citi itain, and to prepare 

tically for the social explosions which 
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transport workers. 
When this began to happen - when the 
Liverpool dockers took supporting 


action - the ISTO called off the 
strike end settled for a deal that 
opened the way to the slaughter of 


thousands of jobs; 50 000 have been 
made redundant since then. The 


unions also spread th 
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from 1974 - 79 er Labour 50 000 
steelworkers went 'down the road’. 
a unions have also boasted that 
duction in manpower in the 
ustry since 1945 (from 000 
to 100 000)has been achieved 'with- 


out conflict'. Labour and the Unions 
serve the bosses interests, and can 
not save steelworkers jobs. 


The way ahead: 
International working class unity 


There is only one wey for steel- 
workers to win their fight, and thet 
is to spread the struggie.’ This means 
linking up with other workers who are 
ting against the capitalist crisis 
.g- the hospital workers. The only 
way en all-out steel strike can win is 
iz it spreads to other sectors of the 
orking class. It also means 
linking up with steelworkers in the 
EEC and internationally. it means 
learning from the Belgian steel 
workers lest year got redundanc- 
ies postponed after demonstrations 
in Brussels which turned the city 
into 4 battlefield, or the French 
steelworkers who derailed trains and 
burned down their bosses headquarters. 
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Steelworkers have to fight or die, 
there is no scope for retreat. 
Workers at Singers and Talbot found 
that piecemeal acceptance of the 
bosses and unions! "survival" plans 
idn't keep their plants open. 

ther will any compromise with 
lacGregor & the BSC that the ISTO 
dream up. 


The fight against the cepitalist 
orisis must become a fight against 
capitalism ! As the crisis gets worse 
it is clear that the only prospect is 
another world war. Workers who see 

this must organise into factory 

groups in order to fight and convince 
their workmates that communism is the 
only solution to the Capitalist crisis. 


RUSSIA 


AFTER BREZHNEV; 
THE EASTERN BLOC RE-ORIENTS 


Nationalist rejoicing in Gdansk, netionalist 
mourning in Moscow. The release of Walesa in 
Poland, and the death of Brezhnev in the USSP in 
the space of a couple of days in mid-November, 
gives us reference points round xhich to org 
ise @ survey of the current problems and 
strategy of the Russian ruling class. 

Russia's development, as the main global 
rival te US imperialiem came ac a result of the 
forced capitalist industrialisation pursued ty 
Stalin in the 1930s, and the subsequent =xpancior 
of Russia's ephere of influence yia the crushing 
of the rival German. imperialism in Bastern 
Europe 1941-45, In the decade following, 
Russian rover and influence grew. Econonic 
development, admittedly from 8 lover base, wae 
faster than the USA's in the SOs an? 60s. With 
enforced lower living standards this enabled the 
development of a military potential which 
roughly equals that of the USA (compare the puny 
Soviet navy in 1962 at the time of the Cuben 
crisis with its global precence today). Soviet 
influence alec proliferated in these years, 
reaching its height in the late 602 and early 
70s with succeseee in Chile, Vietman and 
Angola etc. 

But the onset of the world economic crisis, 
which bas not spared the stat= capitalist bloc, 
has severely weakened the position of Soviet 
imperialism, Though militarily the equal of the 
US, the Fuseian economy is only 60% of the 
magnitude of its rival. Thus, it haz lees to 
fall back on, and additionally its global sphere 
of 4nfluence from which to draw compencatory 
profits is less. A weaker imperialisn, it has 
seen ite influence shrink as crisis-ridgen 
client states switched to the economically mcre 
powerful USA ~ the suprane example of this te 
Egypt after 1973, Zven in its oun ‘buffer zone’ 
in Eastern Europe, signs of restiveness have 
emerged anonget elenente of the local ruling 
clase ané social disorder involving the working 
class (e.c. in Roumania and Poland). lem 
in both countries have sought = ror= pr 
western orientation. To all this was added the 
decided shift of China from a neutralist to a 
pro-US position after the end of the Vietnan 
war, Unable to provide the econonic largesse 
to paper the cracks, the USSP sav its diplomatic 
poeition steadily worsen in the lest dec 
In addition the Soviet economy was moving into 
deeper crisis: grovth rates of only 1 - 2¢ anc 
four bad harvests put pressure on living 
standards and on funds for arms expenditure. 
‘The Kremlin therefore viewed with dismay the 
apparent inevitability of ancther round of re= 
arnanent given the re-orientation of US 
Anperdalian under Feagan towards a collision 
course with the USSF: a collision the US leaders 
feel confident they can survive. 

This explains why Fussian policy toward 
Europe became 20 solicitous in the last few 
years: Fussia dreane of breaking the unity of 
the US blec by a 'Finlandisation' (neutrality) of 
Europe. On the one hend they try to tie the 
Western European countries to the USSR via 
economic incentives (e.g. participation in the 
construction and fruits of the Siberian cas 
pipeline). On the other hand they are waging & 
campeign against the acceptance of Cruise anc 
Fershing missiles on the part of the various 
European NATO countries. It was these desires 
above all that restrained the Fussian's hand in 
Poland and prevented a situation like Hungary in 
1956 or Ceechoslovakia in 1968, which would have 
nade the Europeans accept any US political- 
economic diktat. 

4nd to a certain extent Fussia has scored a 
limited victory over the USA in relation to 
Poland, symbolised ty the release of Walesa. 
is not only that Javuselski hae restored 
capitalist order in Poland, and dealt a crushing 
low to Solidarity - witness the total feilwe of 
the strike in October on the 2ni anniversary of 
the Gdansk agreements. Diccontent in Poland has 
‘become marginalised and privatised, and the 
yelease of Walesa posed no threats. The release 
of Walesa alco eynbolised the failur= of Feagan's 
sanctions campaigi: against Puseia, which ves 
observed little, if at all, by the EBC countries, 
In relation to the boycott of the Siberier 
pipeline, the USA hes had to make a huniliatine 
clinb-down and virtuelly ené sanctions. This 
does NOT mean that the EEC countries are breaking 
away from US domination. They have used the 
limited room to manceuvre which their position in 
the blocs allows them, in order to advance their 
own specific economic interests. The US has been 
forced to give in to these to preserve bloc 


It 


hegenony and especially to ensue the acceptance 
of its military plans. The Fussian cream of 
"Finlandisation’ will evaporate as the new US 
missiles arrive in 1963. 

‘The relative succ 
Polané, and receding tl 


of Fussian pelicy in 
sat of intervention hee 
given the Krenlin a welcore ‘free hand’ eleewhere 
Shortly before hic ceath Brechrev nade a speech 
aénitting the failure of detente and hinting at 
new anti-US military and diplomatic moves. 
Pressure fron hard-liners in the Party and arny 
hee led to the acceeston of ex-KGH man Androrov 
to head the Fussian state, and his early 
utterances have indicated a continued evitch 
avay from attempts to do deals with the 
‘imperialists’ (i.e. the USA). Even under 
Brezhnev renewed contacts xith the post-Mao 
vegime in China hed taken place in an effort to 
‘normalise’ relatiorships, and it locks as if 
Anéropev will sake this his first priority. 
dneer disillusion with the US hac gromn. 
Failure of the ‘open coor’ to US econonic 
influence to produce any miracles in the etarnant 
Chinese economy, as well ae renewed arms sales 
to Taiven, and ercouragenent of Japanese r=- 
armanent hae elerned Pekin. The pro-US decade 
of Chinese policy arp 
efforts to pursue @ nore ‘neutral 
involving @ partial recenciliation with Noscow. 
The warm reception given to the Chinree 
gation at Brechnev's funeral shows that the 
USSF will nct hecitate to seize the chance to 
wean Ohina avay fron the USA. The advantages 
would be enormous: an en¢ to the threat of 
Yenciyclenent' and re=derloynent of 1,000,000 
troope where they are nore needed, But apart 
from the 3,000 eq. niles of Asia in dispute, 
Russia's pacification of afghanistan and 
eupport for the Kanpuchean regine stant in 
the way of a reconciliation. Karmal an 
Sanrin would have to te thrown to the wolves to 
achieve a recorciliation with Pel 
As the weaker Snperialisn, Fustia would prefer 
to advance ite ains plecencal, since it fea-s 
the costs of a global confrontation. But se 
its options navrox, it will strive to eecire the 
nost favourable diplomatic and military 
situation for a confrontation which is 
capitalise only answer to its crisis. But 
though it may pass through defeats in etrugele 
and even linited vars, the working class still 
hse the potential to assert its revolutionary 
potential. In this sence, though defeated and 


aislead, the magnificent strigeles of the 
Polish working class ere a beacon to the 

world proletariat. 

For « complete explanation of the devel- 
opment of state capitalism in Russie 
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CWO. PUBLIC MEETING 


AGAINST UNEMPLOYMENT 


30 P 
Tues 14th Dec 
Room 31 Lambeth Town Hall Brixton. 


Unemployment, inflation, war in the Falklands} 
now's not the time for sitting sound and doing 
nothing. 


would Ike to find out more about the 
C.¥,0, «+L 

I would like to help in the activity of 
the C.W.O. oe, 


0, PO Box, 283 Clarence Drive, 
Glasgow Gi, 


‘Battaglia Comunista 


CONGRESS OF THE INTERNATIONALIST 
MUNIST PARTY (BATTAGLIA COMUNISTA) 


on 


The Congress was held in Milan at the 
end of October and was attended by 
delegations of the PCInt. from many 
Italian cities, as well as by a 
delegation from the OWO. 

The Congress was the first to be 
held since the 4th Congress in 1970 
and its chief function was to debate 
changes to the 1952 Platform of the 
FCInt as well as to adopt theses on 
the period of transition between 
capitalism and communism, imperielism, 
the tasks of communists today, and to 
approve a new international 
initiative by the PCInt. 

The Congress began with a commen- 
oration of Onorato Damen who had died 
three years previously. He, though 
still in prison in 1942 had been the 
principle force behind the foundation 
of the Farty and he had held the Party 
Firmly on revolutionary principles (eg. 
on Russia, the unions and the national 
estion) at the time when Bordigism 
nreatened to introduce a new 
rtunist strain into it in the 
1948-52 period. (See RP16 for en 
appreciation of Damen's contribution). 

The party had been founded at the 
height of the Second Imperialist 
World War and was the only organisation 
to emerge in that conflict which echoed 
Lenin's revolutionary defeatism of 
World War I, It is a further testimony 
to the clarity of the PUint. that its 
Platform of 1952 had remained 
largely velid despite thirty turb- 
lent years ip the life of 
Imperiglism. The changes which 
were introduced at the 
Congress were of a tactical nature 
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pax: 
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tended to focus on 
ere was @ leading role 
for the party, but the letest con- 
ference began to tackle seriously 
the tasks of revolutionaries today. 
Within this framework was approved 
the powers given to the PoInt EC 

to develop their 1977 initiative 

and prepare to start an international 
reau to coordinate the work of 
communists who support the inter- 
national conferences. 

Similerly a great deal of 
agreement was expressed on the 
passivity of the European class 
at the present tine 


Delegates 
also expressed a apeantent “yith the 
CWO on the need to work within the 
unemployed and to link their stru- 
ggles with those in the factories, 
There was a lively exchange on 
the Period of Transition where the 
idea that the party should go into 
opposition in the event of counter- 
revolution was discussed. The CWO 
expressed the view that we could 
not see how this was poss- 
iple except via the massacre of the 
most class conscious. prole- 
teriens and it was not a matter 
which history wes likely to leave us 
a choice about. 
Delegates returned to their sections 
h the perspective that we must 
prepare for the deeper class conflicts 
which lie sheed once the present lull 
in the class struggle ends. 
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INTRODUCTION 


For over two years the armies of I 
and Iraq have been locked in combat 
the Persian Gulf area. Both states 
claim to be "anti-imperislist" and 
oth are using this slogan tc justify 
the most ferocious oppression of their 
own wretched proletariat, to tie 
them to their war chariots, Millions 
of workers and semi-proletarians are 
are being murdered, maimed and starved 
for the greater glory of the butchera 
of Baghdad and the torturers of Tehran. 
Against all the lies, deceits and pre- 
varications the following article 
supplies a coherent analysis of the 
conflict and outlines the position of 
the proletariat - international class 
solidarity. 


In the Gulf -c Jihad for Capitalism 
In sept. 1980 after a series of border 
skirmishes, full-scale war broke out 
between Iran and Iray. President Sad- 
dan Hussein claimed full Iragi control 
of the shatt-al-arab waterway at the 
head of the Persian Gulf and demanded 
Iranian evacuation of strategic islands 
in the straits of Hormuz at the Gulf's 
mouth, In other words he wanted cont- 
rol over the most important oil route 
in the Middle Bast, Taking advantage 
of the internal upheaval in Iran and 
its isolation from both imperialisus, 
Iraq demanded autonomy for the Kurds, 
Baluchis and arabs inside Iran. On the 
other side Xhomeini called for the 
overthrow of Hussein as "an eneny of 
Islam" urging Iraqi soldiers to desert 
the "imposed, inhuman and illegel 
regime of Baath", Both sides accused 


an 


the other of being the agent of imper- 
dalism. 


As the war has gone on, Iran 
ted itself as defending 
Revolution" against attack 
from outelde imperialist aggressors, 
whilst Iraq has presented itsel? the 
"Arab nation's front-line state", But 
just as in the Falklands war, we have 
to go beyond the propaganda of each 
regime in order to find the real reason 
for the war between Iran and Iraq. A 
materialist analysis of the si 
inside the two states reveals 
Tause of the war. 


Economic Crisis and Destabilisation 


Qapitalism's world economic crisis is 
having the same effect on jobs and 
living standards *_ conntzt23s like Iran 
and Iroy as it is in the vesu vs the 
world. By 1980 both countries had 
experienced massive and sudden drops 
oil revenues(since the 1973 011 crisis) 
unemployment had begun to take on huge 
proportions and workers! already low 
living standards were cut drastically. 
In Iran initial measures by the Islamic 
Republic to win the impoverished masses 
over (igcreases in the lowest wages; 
rent reductions, cheaper electricity, 
etc.) have either remained paper deor- 
ees or were almost immediately swept 
away by rampant inflation and unemploy- 
ment (officially 25%). When the war 
broke out the governments in both coun- 
tries were using every means to stop 
strikes but still faced the threat of 
growing popular unrest, In Iran the 
Shah's secret police SAVAK was reformed 
as SAVAMA at the end of 1979. It has 
been used with the army against autono- 
mist movements (especially the Kurds). 
In Iraq, where the majority are Shia 
Muslim but the government party is of 
the Sunni sect the regime immediately 
saw the Shia Islamic Revolution as a 
threat to itself. The fear of the 
spread of the 'Islamic Revolution! in 
the Arab states has led Saudi arabia 
and the Gulf states to provide Irag 
with £4000 millions every 6 months, and 
both Jordan and Sudan have sent troops. 
In Iraq itself the leader of the ghia 
party was hanged in April 1960 and 
15,000 Shias were expelled to tran. 


But neither regime can provide an 
answer to the real cause of the mass 
discontent - the capitalist crisis. 
Like the Argentinian junta ana she 
British government, the Iraqi and Iran- 
ian regimes sought to divert masa inter- 


THE IRAN~IRAQ@ WAR 


nal discontent onto an external enemy. 
Nationalisz, Islam and "the strugele 
against imperialism" are the propaganda 
props in a war which has cost thousands 
of lives, widespread destruction and 
the creation of millions of refugees. 
Qn top of this there has been vast 
destruction of machinery and plant 
(especially oil installations in Iran) 
while both sides have increased conscr- 
iption of workers for the battlefronts 
to fight each other in a war which is 
not of their making and in which there 
is nothing for them to defend. For 
workers in both countries away from the 
front the war hes meant only ever-more 
vicious exploitation. In Iraq official 
inflation is 20-454 and workers had a 
20% wage cut earlier this year. The 
entant attack i 


Basra, Mosul and Sulaymani: 
the government bloodily crushed with 
the: army and airforce killing many wor- 
3 (Sde eaflet). 
me 3000 workers have deen executes 
lnside Iraq - not counting those killed 
‘¢ the front, But militarisation of 
he proletariat las not gone unopposed. 
Jp to 60,000 unemployed have been dep- 
orted-to Iran for refusing to "fight 
for their country against Khomeini's 
terrorists". 


Inside Iran the situation is no more 
stable. The cost of the war hes led to 
even more privation for the workers. 
Last year, then-President Bani-Sedr 
ounced that inflation waa 27% but 
é that for the "poor" the rate 
Was even higher. Bani-Sadr himself 
that "unemployment, po. ‘ical 
y and lack of law and order" 
could lead to "widespread social and 
political tensions" in the country. 


8 war which has dragged on for over 
2 years and which is on a much larger 
scale than the Falklands skirmish 
reveals the basic material function of 
war for imperialism. War is not just 
ion policy for govern- 
the intractability of 
erisis, it is ultimately 
capitalism has of "solving" 
destroying living 
labour power (that is, by enlisting 
workers into huge armies to kill each 
other) and the ‘dead labour! of all 
those workers whose labour power is 
encapsulated into the machinery and 
plant which become the target for des- 
truction during capitalist wars, capital 
is devalued. when the devaluation of 
capital Has gone far enough, capital 
can once more be invested profitably 
and a further cycle of accumulation 
can begin on the basis of ruined fact- 
ories and cities and a weakened and 
depleted workforce. The war between 
Iran ané Iraq shows on a small scale 
what world capitalism's solution is to 
the present crisis. as the governor 
of Abadan said on May 14th, 1981, after 
the destruction of the biggest o11 
refinery in the world, the old refinery 
had been "old and worn out" and its 
destruction might be a "good thing" 
since now a new one could be built 
elsewhere in Iran. 


The Imperialist Context of the War 


ments faced wi 
the economic 
the only way 
thie crisis. 


Neither Iran nor Iraq exist ina 

vacuum from the rest of the world 
economy. Their fate is tied 

to the fate oF the world economy and to 
the machinations of world imperialism. 
Tue fact thet the heads of both imper— 
ialist blocs (US and gUssia) have been 
prepared to maintain a neutral stance 
dous SOP signify either Iran or Iraq's 
independence from the imperialist 
framework. All it shows is that neither 
Russia nor America wants to escalate the 
war, since, at present, this would not 
suit their imperialist interests. Both 
hope to consolidate their position in 
Iran and Irag after the wer: hence the 


"neutrai" stance, At the same time, 
without the open backing by Russia or 
America neither side has been prepared 
to use the full extent of its weaponry. 
As the war drags on, however, the more 
doth sides (with or without their present 
rulers) will be forced by economic weak- 
ness and/or the need to replenish their 
arms supplies to return to the fold of 
one imperialist bloc or the other. 


The reduced demand for oil as a result 
of the crisis has meant that the redu- 
ction in supplies from Iran eni Iraq as a 
result of the war has hardly been felt 

the western heartlands of capitalism, 
waere oil stocks were at record levels at 
the onset of the war, The imperialist 
powers have settled down to enjoy the 
rofits from arns sales that suc: 

ings. Now, both Iren and Iraq are 
reduced to exchanging their oil for arms 
er foot. (Iraq has signea # jeal wish 
Brazil and France where it exchanges oil 
for weapons while Iran has agreed to ex- 
change oil for meat from Uruguay.) Until 
recently both America and Russia have 
kept a low profile as far as arms supplies 
are concerned. Both sides have relied on 
other sources (e.g, France is Iraats 
biggest source while it Has also received 
Russian erms through Hast European routes. 
Iran has received Russian arms through 
Libya and Us arms via Israel, while North 
Korea has acted as Iran's chief arma 
procurer.) Only recently, when Iran 
seems to be gaining the upper hand in 

war (with the occupation of Iraq for 

first time) has Russia been prepared 
to supply arme directly to Iraq in return 
for the release of about 200 Iraqi 
Communist Party members. 


Iragi Communist Party is opposed.to 
the war against Iran because it defends 
the latter as an "anti-imperialist 
republic", It is therefore being 
vernsent for 
le to rise up 
regime and restore 
« Inside Iran the so-called 
‘eaayeen el xhulq (dajority) 
nad no hesitation about supporting 
Khomeini's regime "to defend the 
reyolution and independence of the 
country in the face of attacks from the 
Iraqi fascist regime". This was the 
osition which most British leftist 
‘coups took the beginning of the 
w that the Khomeini regime's bru- 
as given rise to a more 'liveral' 
opposition within the Iranian ruling 
class the majority of these same left 
ists support thie rather then "Khomeini's 
killings". (Bani-Sadr's "National council 
of Resistance, formed with sections of 
the Mojahadeen (Islamic leftists) and 
the Kurdish Democratic Party is in exile, 
waiting in the wings to serve capitalism 


A JIHAD FOR 


as an "alternative to Khomeini",) Mean- 
while, the leftists continue to support 
Iran against Iraq. 


The Communist Position: 
Neither Baghdad nor Tehran 


But is it true that, from the point of 
view of the interests of the working 
class, Iranian capitalism is more 
progressive than that of Iraq and there- 
fore demands the support of revol- 
utionaries? To answer this question we 
aust be clear about the nature of the 
present regime in Iran and the epoch in 
which we are living. Khomeini came to 


power after massive popular unrest against organising on a revolutionary internation- 


the*shah. This discontent had its mater- 
ial basis, not in religious disgust with 
signs of Western ‘decadence’, but in the 
declining living standards of the mass 

of the population as a result of the 
effects of the world capitalist crisis 
in Iran, Despite nis rantings against 
(Western) imperialism, Khomeini's rise to 
Bower and the declaration of the Islamic 
Republic are not signs of a step towards 
the proletarian revolution. On the cont- 
rary, the Islamic Republic, from the out- 
set, was a most dangerous and barbaric 
‘epression of the capitalist counter- /,) 
fevolution. As we-erplatned et the timc? 
Geapite the militancy of the Iranian 
working class and its crucial role in 

the downfall of the Shah, the low level 
of political consciousness and therefore 
the absence of a revolutionary party in 
Iran, meant that the workers! incipient 
opposition to capitalism in general 
remained confined tg opposition to the 
existing government. Without a clear 
idea of the way forward the c s8 
struggle quickly became diverted onto 
nationalist and religious grounds. The 
workers! atrike committees and factory 
councils were either organised by 
leftists (Mujahadeen, Pedayeen) or quickly 
came under their control, To one degree 
or another, all of these supported the 
religious fundamentalism of Khomeini and 
helped to promote and reinforce the ayth 
that Islam is a revolutionary force. In 
fact, nothing could be further from the 
truth. Although Iran has temporeril 
Shaken loose fron the dirett Control 
imperialism, the present regime (as weil 
as the 'liberal’! opposition of Bani- 
Sadr) has never had anything faintly 
resembling an anti-capitalist programe. 
Instead of western finance capital and 
multinational companies, Khomeini favours 
the local entrepreneurs and traditions) 
noney-lendere of the tecear. He is not 
opposed to the exploitation of the wage 
labour syatem and production for profit 
instead of directly to meet social needs. 
In no sense can the reactionary clerical 
regime as has existed in Iran since 1979 
ve called progressive. 


In fact, in the present epoch of imper- 
jalism and capitalism's decline the only 
progressive revolution is the proletarian 
revolution to overthrow capitalism. 
tanti-imperialism" means nothing if it 

is not part of a clear working class 
revolutionary programme which recognises 
that the imperialist yoke can only be 
finally broken when capitalism itself is 
overthrown. ‘This fight begins with the 
daily struggle of the working class 
against their bosses - whether local or 
otherwise. It is no gain for tHe Tranian 
Wor! Class that factories which once 
had Western managers now have Iranian 
bosses. For Iranian workers their plight 
is still the same: exploitation continues 
and, since Iranian capitalism is even 
weaker now than in 1979, this exploitation 
is even more harsh today. 


The "anti-imperialism" of Iran's backward 


clerical regime is no reason for communistsrot academic purists indulging in the 


to suppose that Iranian capitalism is any 


more worth defending than Iragi capitalism,are pleased to publish the following 


and neither is the argument that Iran 
has "shaken loose" from imperialism due 
to its instability. such a view can only 
lead in one direction, support for 
Khomeini, However, "critical". Those who 


CAPITALISM 


claim that Iranian workers, dragooned 
into fighting in the war against Iraq, 
are somehow defending the "gains of the 
revolution" should ask themselves "what 
gains?" gnd "which revolution?" anti- 
imperialism outside of a policy of anti- 
capitalism is merely nationalism and a 
basic principle for Marxists is that 
workers have no country to defend. ‘The 
only gains from the February uprising 
Iranian workers can have to defend is 
their experience of organising to protect 
their own interests against capitalism 
in general, including the Islamic Rep- 
Terie. The only way such a gain can be 
defended is by the most conscious workers 


alist platform to continue the class 
struggle against all brands of ca) sm, 
In Iran, just as Te-yreq today thts aust 
imyolve not only calling on workers to 
defend their living standards and working 
conditions, but also agitating as far as 
is possible amongst the rank and file 
workers conscripted into the capitalist 
armies to turn their guns against their 
officers, to fraternise with their Iraqi 
or Iranian brothers and to turn this 
capitalist war into e revolutionary civil 
war. 

for communists in the Iran/Iraq war is 
revolutionary defeatian. 


Any prevarication on this issue is 
dangerous. There is no third road, no 
possibility of trying to maintain a 
‘neither support nor opposition", i.e. a 
centrist position, on the war. Lenin 
denounced those who took such a position, 
in reaction to Kerensky's offensives in 
1917, on the grounds that the proletariat 
had to defend the "gains" of February, 
and showed that "defencist" illusions 
serve the bourgeoisie. In previous issues 
of Workers Voice we have published mat— 
erial by Iranian communists in exile, the 
SUCM (see Wv6 "Unemployed workers Massac- 
red in Kurdistan" and WV7 "Ira 
Communists Fight Back"). In these texte 
we welcomed unreservedly the appearance 
of a clearly communist group end solid- 
ariged with their struggle in Iren. How- 
ever, we have always stated our disagree- 
nents, e.g. we said of the SUCM leaflet 
in Wvé "there is some ambiguity on the 
cause of the Kurdish nationalists". In 
Wpee quotes approvingly a statement of 
ie SUCM "the Iran/Irag war was the 
continuation of the reactionary and 
counter-revolutionary policies of the 
regimes of both countries ... the 
defence of the country of the bourgeoisie 
is not the task of the proletariat." 


However, it seems that the positions of 
the SUM on the Iran/irac war, without 
ever implying support for the Islamic 
Republic, do side-step the issue of 
evolutionary defeatism. In a polemic 
on the war they say, 

"Communists in Iran must struggle 

against tendencies which . 

propegandise exclusively for a 

war against the present regime, and 

ignore Iraq's war and the politics 

served by it." (The Iran/traq war) 
What else is this but a centrist position 
which could, under pressure, slide into 
a "defencist" one? To concentrate on 
Iraq's role in the war is one-sided and 
portrays it as the "greater evil", and 
although it may be correct to say that an 
insurrection is not yet on the agenda in 
Iren, this does not mean we don't agitate 
on a revolutionary defeatist basis now. 
Lenin didn't wait until 1917 to say_Tturn 
your guns on your officers" - he made 
this demand in 1914, not as an immediate 
demand, but one of orientation. 
The SUCM needs to clarify its position on 
the war swiftly and to show that we are 


luxury of revolutionary defeatism, we 


leaflet, written by Iraqi communists 
active in Britain, France and Germany, 
which puts forward a clear revolutionary 
defeatist position. The writers clearly 
understand that the Iran-Iraq wer is @ 


In other words, the only perspective] 


war between two capitalist countries 
and thet the reason for it lies in the 
capitalist crisis. Especially heart- 
ening for revolutionaries here in 
Europe is the evidence of revolution- 
aries intervening within the Iraqi 
working class to condemn both sides in 
the war from a proletarian stendpoint. 
The evidence of growing working class 
opposition to both regimes: under the 
impetus of ever-increasing austerity 
inside each country is welcome news: 
for the prospect of the class: struggle 
in the region. The standpoint of the 
cigarette workers in Sulaymaniyah 
-"Neither Saddam, nor Khomeini" - 
shows more class consciousness than 
that of all the pro-Iranian "anti- 
imperialists" put together. 


Footnote. 

(1) See Revolutionary Perspectives 
No.12"Death to the Bhal oF 
death to Capitalism' & RP No,13 
"Iran - the crisis goes on" 


LEAFLET 


The following leaflet was written by 
Iraqi communists active in Britain 
France and Germany. It was trans> 
lated from French and the trans- 
lation has been checked against the 
original arabic. For reasons of 
space it has been shortened. 


WAR AND PEACE AGAINST 
THE PROLETARIAT 


War is a historical product of all 
class societies which have exploit- 
ation as their cormon basis. Oapital-| 
ist war is due historically to the 
existence of crises which are linked 

conflict between the social 
character of production and theprivate| 

racter of appropriation. ‘The only 

way to put these crises behind us is 
to sbolish these contradictions. In 

italism's ‘solution’ to crisis 
D 's war ageinst human labour - 
leapitelism on a world scale attacks 
end destroys social labour - both dead 
land living labour - as well as the 
commmist movement, 

Consequently, in opposition to all 
tthe capitalist parties Tineluding the 
“marxist-leninists"), we declare that 
wer, wherever it occurs, is a war 
waged by world capital egainst the 
proletariat (c.f. the wars in the 

ddle East between Israel and the 

; 8nd in the Lebanon ,... the Falk- 
lands war, and the wars in Vietnam, 
Shad and Somalia). 


The Iren/Ireq war cannot free 

itself from the capitalist system's 
world domination, and like all past 
and present wars, it is a war by 
capitel to try and resolve its crisis 
and its chronic anarchy; that is to 
say to maintain ite system of wage 
slavery. 

During the 22 months of the war, 
hundreds of factories have been des- 
troyed, thousands of workers have 
been massacred and executed. There 
have been price rises, tax rises, 
increases in overtime and cuts in 
purchasing power, These have been 
carried out in the name of the 
fatherland, in the name of the Arab 
nation, in'the name of Islem and 
imperialist aggression. 

All the imperialist political parties 
and tendencies, including the 
"Marxist-Leninists" have managed to 
camouflage the true nature of the 
war. For the Narxist-Leninists, the 


cause of the war is the "lack of 

democracy" the lack of "political 

iberty", of "popular power" or 
Continued on pg 7 


Dialogue with our readers 


content of the working clase and to destroy and 
devalue capital in order to prepare for further 
accumulation. Of course, only one of the 
gamblers can win, and both ere therefore taking a 
calculated risk, one, as you say, they will take 
sither when forced to ty economic/social crisis, 
forces is 


over the years the CWO has received comments on 
our published views fron readers and synpathisers 
Some of these we have printed, and all serious 
gnes we have replied to. The last few months 
have sean a marked increase in such comments and 
criticisms, and in this iscue of WV we are 
publishing some of the more yecent correspontence 
we have received. In this way we hope to make 
available to our wider readership some of the 
Gialogue we are holding, end also to encourese 
thoee readers themselves to write to us. 
Hopefully a dislogue with our readers will 

become a regular feature in WW, and will show 
that while we ars prepared to defend our 
positions, we are also prepared to take criticies 
and accept it when it is val: 


Falklands 


‘this is where we must disagree with you. 


favour. 
British militery might was fer in excess of 
of Argentina (and economic might if the war pro’ 


It is net just that, Exocets 
wee 
‘Britain had the sconon: 
‘of NATO behind her, 
Monroe foctrine 
since its 

s South American 


Dear CWO, ones) could have prevented a British victory. 
T would like to take issue with your But it is nok Decoring clear thet, cespit 
attituda, as expressed in WV 8, that the Thetcherite illusions about developing the 


Felklands as a rroeperous outpost of “little 
the US (shown by ite UN vote in favour 
negotiations still aine at the long~ 


Falklenis war was a ‘major militery and propas— 
anda victory for the British vuling class’ ani s 
Gefeat for the working class. It seens to me 


that the fact thet the war was fought at all is erm fer of the islanis to Argentina, as 

an indication of the latent strengths of the Tong ax British face can be saved. In this sens= 
Norking class in Britain and in Aygentina. You tec Thatcher's victory was ‘qualif ie 

say that the war did not camage the interests of Fraternally, 

"U8 imerialism' on the basis that the defeat of the CWO 

Argentina dig not drive the Argentine ruling 

Class into th» arms of Fusaiae..++ RCP 

Your abstract notion of ‘capitalisn’ which you 

derive from Marx is fine from the point of View 1.4, cosraies, 


of soononic enalysis and the historically 
necessary job of distinguishing this noie oF 
production fron previous mojes, but it ise 
Limitation if you try to use it to explain 
actual political events. In other words althoush 
capitalism nay need wars, actual living capit- 
alists and the governments who represent them 
ave by no means over enthusiastic about wars for 
the very good reason that wars often have a lot 
of unforeseen consequences lik ng rise to 
revolutionary movenente as in Parte in 1571, 
_Ruesia 1917, Germany 1915. So entering into « 
war 4s a gamble for a ruling class and only 
entered into when thers is no other option. 
this case of the Falklands war the ‘no-other- 
option' for Argentina was the scale of opposition 
to the Galtisri regine. an A 2 victory 
would have done wonders for ‘Social Peace’ in 
South America. As you rightly point out, the 
war effort united all opposition forces in 
Argentina behind the regine. The military defeat 
must have destroyed thie consensus, even if this 
4s not immediately apparent. This demonstrates 
the nature of the gamble for Argentina. 
Fron the point of view of the British 
ruling class there are sevsral points which I 
consider you have missed. Firstly, the Thatchey 
governnent, mst have been pretty despevat= for s 
way of whipping up chauvinistic support for 
itself to embark upon such a venturs whose 
‘success’ was by no means guaranteed, what would 
have been the political and social consequences 
if ‘Britain’ had been defeated? Certainly 
fall of the Thatcher government, possibly = great 
deal of turmoil besides, fron which radical 


painted with 


I first became Acq) 
views of the CWO a few months ago, an? since then 
T have come to regard you as one of the very 
fen revolutionary ovgenisations in Britsin tocayy 
and generally the positions of Workers Vice 
are incomparably better than those of the 
pourgeois left in Bri 

However, in Wovi 
appointed when I Yee the 


next atop?" 

The article begins by saying that tns 
(peper of the Fevolutionary Communist Party - 
enty of coverage to the way in 
ie sabotage workers 
é say that tns often 
advises workers to treak out of the control of 
the union officials. Let us first of all 
exanine thie point. Take, for instance, the 
article "Laurence Scott in Dispute" (tns May 
1981). Dave Halleworth writes, describing s 
strike at Laurence Scott, Manchester where 650 
obs were about to te lost, “On 3rd May @ 
factory nesting voted 313 to 247 to continue the 
occupation. Despite the employers’ expsctations 
the younger workere were the strongest supporters 
of continuing the action. 


dis. 
> - the 


TH 


Sackings 


for sti a 
janion would be_smache 
enphasis. 

Fox let's look at the article "How Gormley 


hac ¥ and Scargill saved Thatcher fron the Miners: 
movements would have flourished, It is easy the price of collaboration" (March 1961 tns) 
from hindeight to talk as if that wer could have The introduction to thie artic: 
had no other outcome, but I am not convinced that purpo: e' 
that is the case. with the NUM's acceptance of thousands of 
cP. redundanci: ‘The second paragraph begins, 
"In mining, the social contract meant the offer 


Tear Comrade OP, 

Although we would stick by our 
view that the Falklands war was a victory for 
the British ruling class ant @ defeat Zor the 
working clacs, it ic clear that thie was both a 
qualified victory and qualified defeat. The 
Falklands effect" quickly wore off ae the 
economic crisis deepened even further despite the 
attempt of the media to prolong the cheuvinist 
orgy (fleet return, victory arate, funerals etc). 
Similerily, the derailment of the cless struggle 
proved to be only temporary, as we pointed out in 
iv 8 "From the Falklands War to the Class War". 
However, to ignore the fact that the tourgeoisie 
did stage and execute the war without vorking 
class opposition, would te foolish. It shows we 
mugt redouble our efforts to shou the alternative 
to the full-scale holocaust in preparation. 

You seem to see a contradiction between our 
saying that war is necessary for capitelisn, and 
the view that war is a gamble for capitalisn. 
There is no contradiction. War is a gemble, as 
1870, 1904, 1914 etc show. But it is neverthe— 
less a necessary gamble, both to deflect the dis- 


of state finds in return for union co-operat! 
It meant that the NUM leadership, left and right, 
Higertty the defence af 


Their members’ interests, ES 


British coal Industry." (My emphasis. ] 

Soir on tn Thevcane article, it is stated 
The job of the trade unions is not to try te run 
the mining business better than the NCB, but 
protect workers" living standaria". 
The three quotes I have cited go a little way 
to show that the ROP, far from exposing the union 
leaders, actually pretends 
yadicalised, and it is "so far so good” if a 
leading bourgeois trade union official ailily 
complains that his union xill be destroyed if 
the employers sack too many workers. 
second passage quoted, it is clearly seen that 
the ROP think that Labour's "social contract! 
je the NUM leaders fail to represent their 
members. 

‘The ROP consciously intents to hide the 
that the trade unions in this epoch are 

truents in the hands of the bourgeoisie to 

shackle the xorking class with. Further evidence 
of this is shown by their practical activity. 


to 


et 


n mage the point elsewhere (2 


In September 1981 they organised a march to the 
Tuc conference, begging the TUC to demand of the 
goverment for allowances to be mate for the 
Trish peodles right of self-determination, and 
(if the FOP's wish is fulfilled) the esteblish- 
nent of a united, capitalist Ireland. 

ROP 4s organising another march to the TUC 
conference, under the guise of "workers' march 
against racisn", which in reality is an appeal to 
the TuC to try to organise a peaceful capitalism 
without racism ani racial oppression. This is 
sheer bourgeois pacificism. In this epoch, the 
‘Dourgecisie the world over is reactionary and 
capitalism is in its decadent phase. Hence 
anyone who shows faith in the trade unions today 
is playing the role of 2 guardian of capital. 
‘And so the CWO was wrong to show any glimmer of 


Voice merely criticizes them, even though it 
acknowledges That "the FOF's idea of turning the 
unions into organisations which reject 
capitelien's logic. means turning then into 
revolutionary organisations - something which 
they can never be". ‘The main failing of the 
article in question ie that it faile to 
categorically expose FCP as agents of the 
Dourgroisia. 

Lastly, when the article analyses PCP's 
attitude ¢o "national liberation" the fact that 
they support the Argentinian bourgeoisie should 
be enough to show their true nature. Also, the 
fact that FCP supports the bourgeois IRA un~ 
conditionally is another manifestation of their 
on bourgeois nature. Propaganda for the 
gyeatest unity between protestant and catholic 
workers should be carried out, and the need for 
a communist party to lead the socialist 
revolution of the proletariat should be stressed. 
Marxists, unlike the FOP, do not say that 
protestant workers in northern Ireland are a 
reactionary mass with no revolutionary potential. 
This 4s gust a trick used by the bourgeois left 
groups in Eritein, designed to accentuate tho 
slreaty deop divisions anongst the Irish working 
cises. and it is something which your article 
didn't point out. 

Communist grectingsy 
P.T. 


‘APPEAL FUND 
The accelerating attac! 
bosses makes the work 
inoreasingly 


k of the 

of communists 
urgent. Next yesr 
VOICE must become more 
Bush donations to the 
take out a supp- 
(£10/yr) owe 


WORKERS 
frequent. 
group address oF 
orters suoscription 


Dear Conrade PT, 

When we argued in WV 7 that the 
"s texts give information on How unions 
‘totege workers’ ctruggles we did so, not in 
order to praise or excuse them, but to illustrate 
thet they remain incapable of explaining why 
tnfons act this way, which 4s precisely because 
inion are bourgecis organisations, which 
acknowledge in your letter we did point out. 
further evidenos you quote re-enforces our 
contention that the PCP dove not see the unions 
as agents of the bourgeoisie. 

Their attitude towarde national strugeles 
and vars you also rightly point out as being 
anti-working clase, points ve also made in the 
text, Although it is true that we did not call 
for unity of protestant and catholic workers in 
Northern Ireland in this article (since it ermac 
to be somewhat of a tangent), we have repeatedly 
+g. in WW 3 "Irelands 


out of the Maze"). 

We feel that your real criticism of our 
article is not eo much The above points, tut that 
you feel we hold out hope in the bourgeois RCP. 
This is not the case. We feel, and we accept the 
criticien that the article should have said so in 
2 nore forceful and direct manner, that the PCF 
can never resolve its confusions and contradict 
fons in the direction of proletarian politi 
What we do feed is that the FCP, like other 
jeftist groups, contains individuals who are 
questioning their politics and who can be von to 
coammist positions, But to do this we need not 
simply point out that the ROP is bourgeois, but 
ziso deel ith the arguments of the FCP and 
systenatically demolish then. Invective on its 
own will not achieve the desired result, althoust 
it 4s correct that we should have made it quite 
clear that "radical leftisa" is not within the 
communist framework, But though we may have 
omitted to state this, there is no way we feel 
that vead closely and in conjunction with our 
other articles on Trotskyism (eg Revolutionary 
Perspectives 9 Trotskyisn ani the Counter- 


Continued from pg 5 


even lack of a "workers & peasents 
state” and as a result for them, it is 
the realisation of these nationalist 
and democratic objectives waich could 
stop the war. 
"Iraqi people, rise up and smash the 
Ba'athists. This will stop the aggres- 
sion against Iran and restore Denoc- 
racy." Quote from Iraqi 0.P. Defence 
of Iran only signifies defence of the 
wages. system of slayery. The position 
of the Tudeh party (Iranian C.P.) is 
exactly the same; that is defence of 
their gods, their nation, their 
capital. 
We say, the proleteriat can only real- 
ise its own class interests through 
its historical practice, through its 
revolutionary opposition to the war 
The working class. demonstrations 
and strikes which have occurred dur- 
ing the last 5 months in towns, both 
in Iran and Iraq, demonstrate the 
yelidity of this position. (During 
these 5 months, in Baghdad, in 
Bassorah, in Mossoul, in Suliamania, 
workers organised numerous demonstr- 
ations and strikes against the war, 
in order to defend their class inter- 
ests. This revolutionary position by 
the proletariat has been met by cep- 
italist repression. e.g. Through the 
use of helicopters, executions & 
massacres, Workers in a cigarette 
factory at Suliamania organised a 3 
day strike against cuts in their 
wages imposed to pay for the war. 
Their slogan was "Neither Sadam nor 
Khomeini". This position shows a 
rejection of the nation and its def- 
ence. Thousands of workers in Iran 
and Ireq have been executed because 
of their revolutionary defeatist 
positions and have been denounced as 
enemies of the nation, atheists and 
cowards. These historical events 
demonstrate the necessity for com- 
organise themselves. 

alism is now trying to check the 
defeatist struggles. of the working 
class and end the war. For the work- 
ing class its interests lie in oppos- 
ing both capitalist peace and war. 
Its interests lie in the communist 
revolution which will destroy the 
world capitalist system. 

(ouly 1982) 


Revolution") 4t can be argued that we say that 
the ROP ig part of the communist novenent. 
We hope This public avowal puts your mind at rest. 
Fraternally, 
the CWO 


SwP 


Dear Comrades, 
I was given copies of Socialist 

Worker by a menber of the Wolverhampton SWE. 
took che of your back issues to read tut his 
comments were, "they are just theorising. They 
say, ‘don't have anything to do with unions, 
work outmide them. That's etupid", I replied 
that the SWP also agrees that most union leaders 
and shop stewarda usually sell out to the bosses. 
I said that I was inclined to support the CWO 
because of their stance on the IRA and other 
terrorist groups. He replied, "well, we only 
support the IPA critically. We agree with their 
ains, but don't always support what they do. 

If, as you predict, the present world 
economic crisis starts to lead to war, you can 
yely on all my full working and financial 
support to deter people from the war, in any way 
I cen, 


He 


Bd. 


Dear Comrade BE, 

Thanks for your recent letter 
and donation to the cost of our work. Me are 
very Pleased that you like our stand against 
capitalist war and also our socialist opposition 
to reactionary groups like the IPA which 
divide the working class. 

The comments of your SWP contact that we 
are just theorising may have hed sone validity 
in our sarly days when we were working out our 
ideas, but I hope are now disproved by our 
interventions in the working class and attempts 
to build factory and unemployed groups, as well 
as taking a practical stand against war. 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE 


THE PARTY 

The topic was opened by 
ation from all 

complete agreement 
role of the party. 
Placed 2 great emphasis on a 
of drafting the party's programme, which 
they described ss the 'main link' in 
the process of formation of the 
party. The dr and acceptance of 


on the nature and 
however, 


The UCM. 


their programme meant that the first 
decisive step had been taken towards 
the formation of the Communist Party of 
Iran. 


Wh: 


there was sgreement on the 
and necessity of a programme 

as disagreement about wi rE 
be included in the pi 


ula 


Discussion 
of these points inevitably moved back 
to the theoretical understanding behind 
the UOM's programme. The CWO pointed 
that this state established by the demo- 
cratic revolution was not clearly 
defined. At one time it wes describ 
as a situation of dual power, at another 
it was defined as tsatorship o: 

the proletariat. t was something 
already happening i disten, then it 
was something which didn't exist any- 
where but which the comrades would like 
to bring about. If such a state were 

to come into existence f i 
5: ‘tion of dual 

apart from the p 
etariat it would be the du 
olutionsries to destroy it 
ed out thet the tr 
eois rule to the dictatorship o: 
proletariat would necesserily be abrupt 
and violent. No intermediate state 
could exist. If such a state did exist 
it would be of mare benefit to the 
bourgeoisie than to the proletariat. 
They reminded the SUCM that after the 
3rd congress of the Communist Interna’ 
slogen of Workers' Governme: 
rward - a similar intermed- 


C) a to disa: r in 
and the tregedy, of the 
Chinese revolution in 1927. The wnole 


concept of a gradual transi 
bourgeois rule to worker's 
ship was outside the communist 


Tence was a definite step 
The fact thet 19% 

Irenien group discussing with the Com 
nunist Left indicates both the deepening 
S views that it is stupid to work outeide 
the unions, we tried to shox in our article on 
BL (in WV 6) that when the SWP work inside then, 

they become trapped in the structure and 
paralysed. 


forward. 


the OwOo 
Organisation 


are right to say that to join an 

M organisation must be an 
I think the former course is 
not a thousand and one 
s while at the sane tins, 
unlike the situationists and sundry libertarians 
who inagine that they can suddenly out of the 
‘lus cone up with something entirely new, 
conmmists have always stressed their organic 
continuity with past currents. In other xords, 
with groups as the CWO, ICC, Battaglia and 
Programa already in existen quite some 
time, and with then more or less covering the 
entire spectrum within the overall commm: 
perspective, it will be politically inmatwe to 
think that a new way can be discovered and 
explored (and thie at a time when the crisis is 
deepening rapidly!). Moreover, centralisn is 
the hallmark of conmmist practice, not 
federalism. 

I agree cur discussion can proceed round 
the thenes of capitaliem's economic crisis and 
the nature and role of the commmist party. 
Fron whet I have reed of your po! 
latter, I have some disagreements with 
you say that when the party hes a nao: 
the workers' councils, it -ifectively takes 
power ‘through the co My view is that 
there can be no Guel power within the proletar- 
iat iteel?, either power resides in the councils 
or it resides in the delegates (in this case 
with the party having a sajority), it cannot 
reside in toth at the same tine. In other words, 


(CONTINUED FROM BACK PAGE.) a 
2 capitalism's crisis and the capacity 
o? the world proletariat. 
in the discussion on imperialism the 
following issues were agreed:- 
4) The Iran/Iraq war is an expression 
of the crisis of capitalism as the 
dourgeoisie moves towards world war. 
Folish syents were an expression of 
the working class' struggle to main- 
tain its living conditions. 
The Falklands wer was a skirmish with- 
in the western bloc, which in no way 
indicated a breakup of the bloc. 
In the discussion on the party agreement 
was reached on:- 
4) The leading and organising role of 

the party. * 
2) That concrete demands must start 
from the material situation of the 
working class. 
The most significant area of disagree- 
ment was the question of the democ— 
ratic revolution which was discussed 
at length. This disagreement prevented 
the conference taking steps towards co 
common political work. It was agreed - 
to attempt to resolve this issue 
before calling a fresh conference. 


(4 Complete document of the conference 
procesdings in English and Italian will 
be produced in the new Year) 


LENIN 
Tn 1917 abandoned the pro 
of denocratic revolution 


the party's delegates in their capacity as 
delegates aust only be answerable to Te 


although as party members they are 
also anewerable to the Saa)e at I must wait 


until reading your material before taking up any 
porition. 


Compunist greetings, 
@ comrade in Hong Kone 


Deer Conrade 
It Was reassuring to hear that you 

accept that there is a finite spectrum of 
communiet politics, and that 1t exists in an 
organisational forn already, and reject the 
arch for novelties, especially, as you say, 
when the crisie is deepening eo rapidly, The 

setion you have to solve is, which existing 
‘Oup cones nearest to filling your views of a 
volutionary organisation. Qnoe you have read 
discussed our material, we hope you will 
‘Jude it is the CWO. 

On the question of the party. If we agree 
that the proletariat only seizes power (reeolv- 
ing dual power) when it mandates a majority of 
communist delegates to the councils, then the 
question of whether the party or the councils 
rules is rather nominalist. The proletariat 
zules, and power is exercised, by the party- 
delegates, through the councils. There must be 
some division of labour, and delegation of power, 
otherwise why have councile at all? Why not ad 
hoc mass assemblies? The contradiction surely 
is also resolved between party delegate or 
council delegate, since the party members will 
only accept delegation on the basis of the 
party's (communist) programme. And it is this, 
rather than to any organisation, that 
‘answerability' surely resides? This, however, 
can only be a brief remark at the beginning of 
a hopefully fruitful discussion. 

the cwo 


WORKERS: 


WONGE 


ISRAEL 


CLASS STRUGGLE BREAKS WAR FRONT 


The invasion of Lebanon has produced a political 
crisis in Isreel. This has been aggravated by 
the workers, especially the £1 Al airline workers 
putting their owm interests before the interests 
of the nation, The denonstrations against the 
var, the refusal of soldiers to be sent into 
Lebanon to help Begin's henchnen, the widespread 
knowledge that the government have been lying to 
escape Dlane for the massacres at Sebra-Chatille, 
all this culminated in the violent explosion of 
class struggle at the Tel-Aviv airport on 28th 
October. This ie the result of the crisis of 
Israeli capitalism, which has reached catast- 
yophic proportions in the national airline which 
last year lost 200 million dollars. For years 
there have been strikes against the real wage 
cuts caused by Israel's astronomical inflation, 
and job losses which the crisis of profitability 
has relentlessly imposed on El Al's bosses - 69 
strikes in the last decade. 

Thie decade of class struggle culminated in 
the occupation of the airport on 28th October by 
the workers and their families. They foueht the 
police, burned buildings and vehicles, and 
immobilised aeroplanes. This was the workers’ 
yesponse to management's threat - 1,000 redund- 
ancies must be agreed or w= clos= the airline, 
they said. Faced with the explosion of class 
struggle, in the midst of the snowballing 
political crisis provoked by the massacres, the 
Rovernnent forced manasement to azres to talks. 
Of course, the talks led to a sell-out by the 
union which has decided to fight El Al “in the 
courte", in other worde by appeal: 
pourgeois justice. 

This shows the need to go beyond the union 
According to the BBC World Service, "workers 
over=ruled their representatives” — in other 
words, the unions were trying to prevent the 
class struggle going beyond the boundaries 


in this case 
It's easier 
hrough the 
italist nature 


acceptable to the bosses, 
meant preventing it altogether. 
for the workers in Israel to ee 
untons, because of the openly 
of Histraduth, the trade union fe 
Unlike the unions in most denocraci« 
duth 4s openly an agency 
It has its ovn farms and 2 
as the unio 


ani acts ac 

Europe in 

rol. Ant it 
ersuaded the 


prepared to tum aga! 
‘They have shown that th 
outlined in the last KV - class 
between Palestinian and Israeli workers - is a 
realistic one. It has even happened to sone 
extent - admittedly in meetings called by the 
Israeli left to protest against the massacres. 
But such basic class responses can be torn away 
rom their bourgeois framework, IF communists 
intervene with a concrete strategy such as 
outlined ty the ch WW 8. 4 correct 
Perspective for the Middle East depends on a 
concrete intervention which enables com 
prove that their perspective is a realistic one. 
This demands defending the right of workers to 
defend thensslves. We say that workers aust 
defend thenselves against all their attackers, 
they aust disarm their officers - in both the 
FLO and the Isvacli army. And they must work 
towards unity of their struggles across national 
Doundaries and towards an -ventual overthrow of 
capitalisn in the Middle East. 


FOURTH INTERNATIONAL 
COMMUNIST CONFERENCE 


On the 2nd and 3rd of October the 4th 
conference of the communist left was 
held in London, This is the 4th in the 
series of international conferences 
initiated by Partito Comunista Inter- 
nazionalista (Battaglia Comunista) in 
1977. The conditions for attendance 
at the latest conference were as 
follows:- 

41) Recognition of the revolution of 
October 1917 as proletarian, 

2) Recognition of the break with social 

democracy made in the first two 

congresses of the 3rd International. 

Complete rejection of state capital- 

ism and self management. 

Rejection of all present communist 

and socialist parties as bourgeois. 

4n orientation towards an orgenisat- 
ion of revolutionaries which bases 
itself on the doctrine and method 
of Marxism which it recognises as 
the science of the working class. 

Rejection of the possibility of 

subordinating the proletariat to 

the national bourgeoisie. 

7) Recognition of the organising role 
of the party in the daily struggle 
of the working class aswell as in 
the revolution itself. 


3) 
4) 
5) 


6) 


Three groups participated, the P.¢.Int. 
(Battaglia Comunista), the OWO and the 
SUCM - supporters of the Unity of 
Comunist Militants organisation in 

Iran. ‘wo further groups were invited, 
L'Bveil Internationalist (France) and 
KOMPOL (Austria). The first was unable 
to attend for technical reasons, and 
the second made its attendance dependent 
on absurd conditions (prior acceptabil- 
ity of the texts.) The agenda consisted 
of two topics, 1)’ 'The crisis. of Imper— 
ialism' focussing on the Falklands war, 
Foland and the Iran/Iraq war, 2) ‘The 
role and tasks of the revolutionary 
party'. 


INPERTALISH 

this discussion texts were presented 
on the Falklands war, the Polish events 
of the last two years, and the Iran 
Iraq war, In addition the SUCH present- 
ed a general text on “Im lism and 
the Crisis" end another on 
of the "Uninterrupted revolu 
While there was general 
the anelyses and perspe 
first three texts the final two pres- 
ented by the SUCM gave rise to the 
majority of the debate which followed. 
The UCM, who support Lenin's theory of 
imperialism, divide the proletariat 
into one group in the countries 
dominated by imperialism, who produce 
superprofits and suffer atrocious 
living conditions, and another in the 
imperialist countries who enjoy better 
conditions and some of whom form an 
aristocracy of labour, They see the 
proletariat in the dominated countries 
2s being more revolutionary because 
of their wretched condition. The 
GWO pointed out the divisive nature 
of this view and rejected the implic- 
ation that the working cless in the 
imperialist countries benefitted from 
the exploitation of workers in domin- 
ated countries, and further rejected 
the mechanical link the UCM saw det: 
ween living conditions and revolution- 
ary potential. B.C. argued that the 
victory 6f proletarian movements in 
the dominated countries depended on 
the victory of the proletariat in the 
imperialist countries in the final 
analysis, and that the real problem 
was to link the social movement in the 
dominated countries to the working 
class movement in the capitalist 
heartlands. 


The ICC changes its mind ... 


We welcome the International Conmunist Current's 
change of position on the Middle Bast since we 
denounced their passive and alzost 

chauvinistic position at their public nesting 
in London on 2nd November. In their paper, 
World Fevolution 4, published in October, they 
‘oriticieed the GWO's ‘opportunism’: 


"Thus, in Workers Voice 8, the CWO call for 
raternisation che Israeli arny by 
the disposeessed Palestinians while recog- 
their right to defend themselves 

inst Begin's holocaust.” What can this 
ean? In an inter-inperialist war, the 
masses have no ‘right’ to defend then ~ 
selves." (p.3) 


At the London meeting we pointed out that we 
call for CLASS defence, not individual terroriam. 
Defence against the PLO and ail other bourgeois 
forces as well, not just against the 

‘8. The ICC called this capitulating to 
The IC0's insistence that the 
revolution must break out in the atvanced West 
firet is reminiscent of the Menshevik opposition 
to proletarian revolution in Russia, because it 
‘wasn't ready’. Against this, we pointed out 
that revolution could break out in the Middle 
Zest firet, which would parslyse inperialisn 

ani perhaps prevent imperialist war. 

The recult of this intervention, which was 
endoreed even by the ICC's supporters, has been 
a welcome change in position, In the Novenber—~ 
WR the Icc pute forward an internationalist 
position on the Mid East. But WA's 
hysterical campaign against CWO. ‘opportunisn' 
continues, while at the sane time adopting our 
perspectives! 


Discussion then moved to the question 
of the ‘uninterrupted reyolution'. 

he UOM's programme commits it to 
ighting for the "Revolutionary 
Democratic Republic of Workers and 
Toilers in Iran". In the document 
presented to the conference this was. 
consecutively described as 'a series 
of revolutions & revolts leading to 
socialism' as part of ‘uninterrupted 
transformation into a socialist rev- 
olution! as a revolution which would 
remove the ‘obstacles to the develop~ 
ment of the class struggle! and as 

the ‘negation of the domination of 
imperialiem'. The idea of such a 
state and its supposed functions was 
vigorously attacked by both B.C. and 
the WO, but what precisely the 
comrades meant by this state became 
less clear as the discussion proceed- 
ed. The GWO attacked the idea as 
peing a return to 19th century 
formules and a practical rejection of 
capitalist decadence. It was pointed 
out that precisely such notions were 
abandoned by Lenin and the Bolsheviks 
in the April theses of 1917. The UCM 
replied that it was necessary to start 
from the movement and consciousness 
which ectually existed and initiate a 
process of continuous revolution. 

They rejected the suggestion that such 
@ state meant alliances with the bourg- 
eoisie and maintained that it was a 
transitionel stage, a balance of class 
forces — a state of war. Such a situ- 
ation, they said, existed in Kurdistan. 
The discussion on this issue continued 
for the rest of the session. 


Cont. on 7 


